joel becher
3540 stony point rd.
grand island, ny 14072
Comuaussioner Michael I, Copps
Federal Commurnucations Commussion
445 12th Streer, NW
Washungton, D C 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag" 1 am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role Itis not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order 1o watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addmionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work 10 1mprove the software. Thewr contributions and constant
nnovatton is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers aie
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Theretore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it iflegal 10
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jjoel becher
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October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street, HY

Washington, D C 20554

Lear Michael Copps

I an writing to volce mny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. conpetitive narket for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t ecculd
result in me being charged more monevy for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pavy
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Greg Dunn

210 Bazxter St #B-1
athens. GA 30605
UShA
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October 28, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a

cansumer and citizen, | feel strongly that sueh a polley would be bad for Innovatisn, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market far congumer electronlcs must be rooted in manutacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr
custommers Allowing mavie studlos to veto featuras of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolog'sts
what new products they can create This will resuit In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers [Ike me
actually want, and ft could result In me being charged more maney far Inferior functionaltty

If the FCC Issues a breadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for davices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Holly Stadtler

5701 Stoneham Terrace
Bethesda, MD 20817
Usa
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Qctober 27, 2003

Commussioner Michgel |. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to veice my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadeast flag” technology for digytal
television Az a consumer and auzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
nghts, and the ultrnate adoption of DTV,

A wobust, cornpettive market for consurner electromcs must be rooted mn manufacturers' abihty to innovate for
then customers. Allowing mowvie stucios to veto features of DT V-recepton equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can ereate. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result in me bewng charged more money for infenior
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudlty be less likely to make an snvestment in DTV-capable
recewvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that himst my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rapv Manglaru

96 Brook St
Brookline, MA 02445
LSA
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Qctober 28, 2003

Comrmlasloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcast flag” technology for digital televislan Ag a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimete
adoption of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlists
what new products they can creata This will result in products that don't necessarlly refisct what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an [nvestment tn DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televialon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jasan Whong

4039 Watkins Road
Millpart, NY 14884
UsA




Page 1 of 1 642 11 PM, 10/28/03 5413023099 -

Octobes 22, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatens Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am waung to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a2 poliey would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adopuon of DTV,

A robust, competinve market for consumer electronucs must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers, Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wrll enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
funcronaliry.

1f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that rmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood,
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal telemsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Taylor House

3345 E Menadota Dr
Phoerux, AZ 85050
UsSA
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October 28, 2003

Cemmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and aitizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compeutive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to tnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don’t necessanly reflect
what consumers ike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for nfenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment 11 DTV-capable
vecervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that Lt my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digytal telewmsion, Thank you for your tume.

Sincesely,

Armut Belans

706 Bronx River Road, #B65
Bronxwille, NY 10708

USA




shaun kelly
628 mater
unit G
Eielson Air Force Base AK 99702
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Conmmwnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commnussioner Michael J. Copps.

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products. T urge the Federal
Commurucations Comnussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulaton would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast tlag 15 neither in my interest nor the public's nterest. It will prevent me from watchung digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favornte shows using my choice of
software on a plane or tram, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends

Fuwthermore, 1f computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creauve developers to
discover new devices that enable me 1o use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
mmovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were buult to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move 1o digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digstal television equipmient? A pretuet
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipnent. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
nansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

shaun kelly
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Cctober 28, 2003

Commlasioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcsst fiag” technology for digtital tetevision As a
consumer and cttlzen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

| recently purchased a Panasonie 108h DVR This Digital Video Recorder has a hard drive that can store upto 108 hours of
victeo

"Great!", | thought, "copy tha kid's DVD's to the harddrive so that the peanut buttar covered fingers can't destroy the
Disney orlginal?

I figured | could load up our DVD's |lke a play lIst and let the kids use the remote te control what they want to watch
Maybe make a backup copy of a few of my favorites to play on my laptop while traveling

Well, guess what, the DVD's have the broadcast flag already on them You can't copy them using this machine

My head was spinning as | read the chapter of "ean and can't" on the broadcast flag Finally, when | couldn't play a OVD |
made from a broadeast TV show on my computer, | took the thing back

| WILL NOT BUY ANOTHER DVR/HDTV If It has the broadeast flag!

Sincerely,

Ed Wehner

1201 Lydla Ln

Saint Paul, MO 833686
UsA
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October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20534

Dear Michae] Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie ptudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could remlt in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues & broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investrnent in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment ! will not pay morse for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
rechnology for dipital television Thatik you for your time

Sincerely,

David Roth

235 Ellwood Beach Dr
Qoleta, CA 93117
usa




Jack Somers
345 Mustang
Port Aransas Tx 78373

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington. D C., 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps.

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag,"” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag 1s neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, tt will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends

Futhermore, 1f computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can T expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? [ value
mnovattve devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were bult to npen standards using iexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A pretuer
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jack Somers




Steven L. Scott
540 11th Street
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254
Comnussioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Commumncauons Comrussion
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

It 15 not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that
conswmers must use 1n order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadeast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Thewr contributions and constant
imnovation I1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techmques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. [t is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Steven L. Scott




Robert Gunnip
1203 Price Reese Rd
Lincolnton, GA 30817
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commiission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer, educator, and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the
Federal Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am surprised that
the FCC would consider a regulation to restrict the way 1 enjoy and use television.

The broadcast flag 13 not 1n the public's interest. Tt will prevent me from waiching digital broadcast television
in the ways I cwrently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, 1t will restrict my ability to move the
video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place, and especially from
heane to school

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way for my stepdaughter to watch shows using my
choice of software on an airplane.

Furthermore, if computers cannort freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? | value
imnovative devices hke TiVo, which exist today because they were built to open standards using inexpensive.
off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equpment? A pretue:
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the chgital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Robert Guonip




Bryan Cheung

325 16th St

Huntington Beach, CA 92648
Comnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comnwmications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Wastungton, D.C. 20554
Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Dear FCC,
1 wish to add my voice to the voices of thousands of American software developers
and consumers who have already expressed their ohjections to the adoption of a
"broadcast flag" by the FCC. The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA.
will etipple my ability as an independent software developer to develop competitive
software solutions that interact with, receive, or manage digitally broadcast media
I conjuncuon with commenly available computer equipment. Such a rule is harmful to
all software developers in the digital broadeast mai ket, the consurmers of the American
public, and will create an aunosphere of stagnation in the broadcast media software
market.
In imposing the broadcast flag rule, the FCC will in essence dictate to the software
mdustry how their products are to be developed and licensed, and which technologies
they must use. This is an area which is not the purvue of the FCC — in a free market
soclety, market forces should determine which technologies succeed or fail, not
unmandated and unnecessary restrictions created by the FCC. Consumers must be free
to choose which solutions and technologies they will use to interact with digital
broadcasts The special interests and greed of large corporations such as the MPAA
have no place in discussions about consumers' choice of their digital broadcast

products,

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation.




Many users of open—source software are computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to
improve the software. Their contributions and constant innovation is what makes

open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB
and QAM modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in
field of digrral communications techniques used by television

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to

clo more with television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and

flexability 1n the ways consumers are able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined

1o 1nvest in the equpment to view dugital television. Therefore, the broadcast flag is

likety to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to watch

digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons

urge you to promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the

broadcast flag

Sincerely,

Bryan Cheung

Sincerely,

Bryan Cheung
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October 28, 2003

Comnissioney Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HY

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to volice my opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to i1nnovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want., and i1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investmnent i1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mark Leatherwood

1100 S 2000 E Apt K383
Clearfield. UT B4015

USA




Octobexr 22, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HY

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I an writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast
flag" technology for digatal television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create This will result 1n products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a Dbroadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadecast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerely.

Harshall Robin

5207 Beenan Ave

Valley Village. CA 91607
USa
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Octaber 22, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volee my oppositioh to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadcast flag" technology for digltal television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimeate
adoption of DTV

A rabust, eompetitive market for conaumer electrenics muat be rocted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create Thig will result In products that den't neceasarlly reflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and It couid result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actualiy be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do hot mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

A Schwartz

10908 London Dr
Burmsville, MN 55337
USA
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October 28, 2003

Cornrnissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Commumcations Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am wnnng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for diptal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compentive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equpment wll enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bewng charged more money for inferior
funcnonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment 1 DT V-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that lnit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please de not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

Kevin Pickens

15109 Kamputa D
Centreville, VA 20120
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Commussioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and ertizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righte, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie etudiog to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiste what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necesvarily refiect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior funotionality,

if the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Christensen
330 W Diversey
#1002

#1002

Chicago, IL 60657
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Conmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Comhunications Commission
445 12th Street. NU

Hashington, D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I an writaing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, conpetitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted 1in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This waill result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit mny rights at the behest of Hollywood PFlease do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank yvou for your time

Sincerely.

Jay Ossiander

3330 Hickorvy Crest Dr
Harietta, GA 30064
Sk

\
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Coppe,

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCCemandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technelogy for digital television As a conswmer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, end the ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovete for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for mnferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadoast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay mere for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please da not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Wallpe

31 Yah Ct
Sacramento, CA 95833
1sA
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October 27, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Wagshington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing ta volce my oppaosition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal televislon As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pelley would be bad for Innovatlan, eonsumer rights, and the ultimata
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for censumer eisctronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studios to veto festures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlists
what new products they can craate This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and t could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lass likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wili not pay mere for devices that Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital talevision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Brlana Cavanaugh

1720 12thAve #107
Oakland, CA §480€
usa
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October 28, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisgion
443 | 2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

! am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizer,, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiets what new produets they can
create This will result in praducts that don't necessarily reflect what conmners like me actually want, and it could result it me being,
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1esues a broadcast flag mandate, ] would actually be less Likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equpment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your tite

Smecerely

Christopher Holland

6822 22nd Avenue North #278
Saint Petersburg. FL 33710
usa
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Octobar 11, 2003

Commilssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to velce my oppositien to any FCC-mandated adoptian of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and chtizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlan of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thalr
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment wlil enable the studios to tell technalogists
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't necesserlly reflect what conaumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me baing charged more money for Inferlor funetionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mora for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital talevislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mlehael Peterson
4105 W Rochelle Rd
Iving, TX 75082
Usa




